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                                                                                                                                  3rd August 2020 

 

The contents of this letter were agreed at the Borough Green Parish Council (BGPC) meeting on 

Monday 3rd August 2020.   

Before we address the terms outlined in your letter of 29th July 2020, BGPC make the following 

points: 

Firstly, BGPC do not accept the legal position inferred in the opening paragraph of your letter. We 

believe that our actions were justified due to the risks posed to public safety and health due to the 

condition and state of the specific area of land owned by Miss Barton.    

Secondly, our intention is to work with BDB Pitmans and Miss Barton to reach an immediate and 

amicable resolution which seeks to put Miss Barton in the position that she would have been in prior 

to the incident. This intention should not be perceived as an admission of guilt or liability by BGPC.  

Finally, once agreed, the resolution between Miss Barton and BGPC is in full and final settlement 

that avoids any related subsequent legal action or complaint by Miss Barton, provided the works 

carried out are of the acceptable standard. This undertaking must be provided in writing. 

Considering the four terms proposed in your letter, our response is outlined below:  

1. On Wednesday 28th July 2020 we met with Miss Barton and apologised to her in person for the 

fact that she was aggrieved by the situation. We repeat this apology in this email and would like to 

reassure Miss Barton that every effort will be made in the future to work with her should any similar 

issues arise. We acknowledge that the boundary extends to the edge of the tarmac footpath 

adjacent to the A25 Sevenoaks Rd, and we acknowledge we removed 40 metres of vegetation and 

levelled the ground. 

We believe our actions were justified and lawful, as the agents of KCC Kent Highways, to protect 

pedestrians from traffic harm caused by the overgrown hedge reducing footway width, maintaining 

sight lines to the 30mph limit sign, and protecting traffic from the risk of falling dead trees and 

displacement of sharp thorns causing puncture risk. We state that the works carried out were 

necessary and within our remit as agents of KCC.  

There is also a Public Health issue arising from the accessibility of the 2 metre strip of open land 

between the old hedge and the field boundary fence, and our workers removed several nitrous 

oxide cannisters, used condoms, considerable quantities of broken alcohol bottle glass and other 

discarded waste, which collectively presents a health hazard to members of the local community 

who have clearly accessed only this stretch of the land along the boundary perimeter of the A25. As 

a Public Authority, we are obliged to mitigate health risks posed to the public and the unacceptable 

state of this strip of the land presented an urgent risk which needed to be mitigated by BGPC. 

2. We already had a quote for stock fencing, but are quite happy to accede to Miss Barton’s request 

to site the fence 300mm south of the tarmac footpath edge, rather than at the field edge. We have 

forwarded the quote from Southern Counties Fencing and, subject to your approval, the work can be 

commenced at the end of this week. 



3. We agree to seek 3 quotes for the planting of a suitable hedge and present them to Miss Barton 

for selection and approval by the 1st October 2020, a date that fits well with the advice we have 

received to plant during the winter, and well before your completion date of March 2021. We will 

seek advice from those contractors regarding species and planting regimes, however, we insist on 

direct payment to the contractor as the contract, and liaison, will be between the contractor and 

BGPC. 

We further believe that your aspiration for an instant ‘3-metre-high hedge’ is simply not achievable, 

nor sustainable, in such a remote rural location. We also disagree with the alleged 3 metre height of 

the old hedge; it was a two-metre-high hedge on a one metre bank. We propose the planting of a 

smaller hedge (detail needed) will satisfy Miss Barton’s requirement for instant screening but will 

also provide a more sustainable and environmentally viable solution. 

4. The discussion that we had with Miss Barton on 28th July 2020 regarding the removal and burning 

of the arisings from the earlier cutting agreed the use of BGPC volunteers to carry out the work. This 

task will not necessitate specialist skills and the expense of contractors is not a proportionate use of 

public funds. As discussed, we propose to use BGPC staff to burn these cuttings. 

We believe that Miss Barton will gain significant benefit from the works already carried out and the 

installation of a new hedge and fencing. In addition, she will receive public gratitude for the safety 

improvements. Miss Barton could benefit further by entering the same informal agreement we have 

with the adjacent landowner, where in consideration of the use of a similar size strip of land for a 

Village Gateway, BGPC now carries out periodic hedge trimming and emergency removal of fallen 

trees that block the carriageway. 

In conclusion, whilst we understand Miss Barton feeling aggrieved, we emphasise again that the 

actions of BGPC were aimed at serving the public by discharging public safety and public health 

obligations. BGPC believe that the proposals outlined in this letter put Miss Barton in a better 

position than she was in prior to any works carried because we want to achieve an appropriate 

resolution. Once this is achieved, we require a written undertaking from Miss Barton, in advance of 

any work being undertaken, that the subsequent discharge of our agreed terms will avoid any legal 

or complaint proceedings in these matters.  

We look forward to working with BDP and Miss Barton in achieving an amicable resolution, putting 

these matters behind us and moving forwards in a positive manner. 


